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Ygnacio Ccayhuari Ocampo, a native and citizen of Peru, petitions for

review of the Board of Immigration Appeals’ summary affirmance of an
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immigration judge’s (“IJ”) denial of his application for asylum and withholding of

removal.  We have jurisdiction to review the BIA’s denial of asylum and

withholding of removal under 8 U.S.C. § 1252.  See Vasquez-Zavala v. Ashcroft,

324 F.3d 1105, 1107-08 (9th Cir. 2003).  We review the denial of asylum and

withholding of removal for substantial evidence, Lata v. INS, 204 F.3d 1241, 1245

(9th Cir. 2000), and will uphold the IJ’s decision unless the evidence compels a

contrary conclusion.  INS v. Elias-Zacarias, 502 U.S. 478, 483-84 (1992). 

Substantial evidence supports the IJ’s finding that Ocampo failed to

demonstrate his well-founded fear of persecution was objectively reasonable, and

his application for asylum and withholding of removal was properly denied.  See

Lata, 204 F.3d at 1245; Fisher v. INS, 79 F.3d 955, 960-61 (9th Cir. 1996) (en

banc); Castillo v. INS, 951 F.2d 1117, 1122 (9th Cir. 1991).  Ocampo testified that

he feared persecution from the Shining Path (“Sendero Luminoso”) due to his draft

military service in the Peruvian military.  He testified that he served in a

communications center and that the Shining Path had infiltrated the military so that

they would be able to identify him if he returned to Peru.  The IJ found that

although Ocampo might have a subjective fear, there was no reasonable, objective

basis on which to find that the Shining Path would want to hurt him because he
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was never threatened, harmed or even approached by the Shining Path while in

Peru.     

Ocampo’s argument, based on Salazar-Paucar v. INS, 281 F.3d 1069 (9th

Cir. 2002), amended by 290 F.3d 964 (9th Cir. 2002), is unpersuasive.  He argues

that the IJ remarked on the 13-year passage of time in finding his fear of

persecution objectively unreasonable, and claims that the government should be

estopped from relying on the passage of time to demonstrate that his fear of

persecution was not objectively reasonable.  See Salazar-Paucar, 281 F.3d at 1077. 

Unlike Salazar-Paucar, Ocampo did not show that he had been on a list of targets

by the Shining Path, nor show that during his time in Lima, Peru, he received any

conceivable or verifiable threat by anyone associated with the Shining Path.  Id. at

1071-72.  In short, unlike Salazar-Paucar, Ocampo does not have any basis on

which to show either past persecution or an objectively reasonable fear of

persecution should he return to Peru.  The IJ relied on the record showing

Ocampo’s lack of any contact with the Shining Path, and also noted the passage of

thirteen years since Ocampo had left Peru.  Even if we did not consider the passage

of time, Ocampo still would not rehabilitate his failure to show a well-founded fear

of persecution.  Since substantial evidence supports the IJ’s finding that Ocampo

failed to demonstrate an objectively reasonable well-founded fear of persecution,



4

we deny his petition for review.  See Lata, 204 F.3d at 1245; Fisher, 79 F.3d at

960-61; Castillo, 951 F.2d at 1122.  

PETITION FOR REVIEW DENIED  


